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their problems. Fortunately, help is on
the way. In January, this House will
set a new course towards protecting in-
dividual liberties and shrinking the
unending expansion of the suffocating
Federal bureaucracy. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’” on this rule and
“no”” on the underlying bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, 1
guess, after the last election, I had na-
ively thought that we could come back
and get away from the political sniping
and focus on governing, but it sounds
like that is not the case, and that’s un-
fortunate.

This was a bill that was passed in the
House with strong bipartisan support.
It certainly was not anything that was
political but was something that was
needed and necessary. Unfortunately, I
think that we are going to continue to
hear about politics rather than about
governing.

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy in permitting me
to speak on this bill as I appreciate his
insightful comments about where we
are and where we are going.

Madam Speaker, I, too, listened to
what was not a debate on this bill but
a continuation of the political rhetoric
that the American public has enjoyed
over the course of the last 3 or 4
months. Actually, I don’t know that
they enjoyed it, as the people I heard
from back home actually got rather
tired of it.

It was ironic that I heard my good
friend Ms. FOXX talking about the gov-
ernment takeover of health care after I
had just been visited by representa-
tives of one of the largest health insur-
ance companies in America, who was
talking about their role in health care
reform. They saw it as making a path
towards better health care and that
they’d have to do some things dif-
ferently but that they were working on
the implementation of it. I met with
these representatives back home after
the election. I met with a wide variety
of people from health care, who were
talking about how we move forward in
this partnership that has been focused
and in terms of how we improve Medi-
care for our seniors.

The notion that somehow this is a
takeover is lost on the people who are
actually in the health care arena, and
the American public will find that out.
We will be able to hear their sugges-
tions going forward.

With regard to the notion of the
failed stimulus, I just left a group of
eight large corporate representatives,
who were talking about moving for-
ward on some of the infrastructure and
energy items that were important to
them. Yesterday, a dozen energy execu-
tives who thought it was important, as
well as creating and saving jobs. The
disconnect between the political rhet-
oric and what any American can verify
by talking to the health care busi-
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nesses that are involved will show that
it’s rather hollow.
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But that is why the legislation before
us got bogged down, because there were
extraneous provisions in it that looked
good in a sound byte but actually had
little to do with the legislation. For in-
stance, the provision that would have
required denial of the ability to tele-
commute to people who were delin-
quent in their taxes was actually unen-
forceable. There was no way that the
IRS could do what they wanted to do,
and so they were willing to deny the
ability of the Federal Government to
be able to have the efficiencies that
people back home in Oregon have with
telecommunication in the private sec-
tor, rather they would continue to bog
it down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ARCURI. 1 yield the gentleman
an additional 1 minute.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. We in Congress
can telecommute. It makes me avail-
able to be able to work 7 days a week
whether I'm in Washington, D.C., or
I'm in Portland. Our staff does it rou-
tinely, but they would deny the ability
of Federal employees.

This is, as my friend from New York
pointed out, bipartisan legislation. It’s
always had Republicans and Democrats
supporting it. It’s received strong ma-
jorities. I'm sure it will pass today. But
I'm hopeful that we can focus on the
business at hand, not hang up impor-
tant work.

I want to make sure that any Federal
employee who is delinquent in their
taxes pays up. I'm happy to work with
my friends on the other side of the
aisle to focus specific legislation in
that regard, and as a member of Ways
and Means, I'm happy to work with
them to do that. But for heaven’s sake,
let’s deal with important things here,
perhaps not repeat all the political
talking points. Let’s get down to some
serious business.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I just
point out to my colleague from Oregon
that telework already exists. Federal
employees can do it already. What this
bill does is allocate $30 million and cre-
ate more bureaucracy. We’re not stop-
ping telework. We’re not creating
telework. We’re expanding it and
spending more money.

Madam Speaker, with that, I yield 3
minutes to my colleague from Colorado
(Mr. LAMBORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, I
rise in opposition to the previous ques-
tion and in support of this week’s
YouCut item, the elimination of tax-
payer subsidies to National Public
Radio.

National Public Radio’s recent firing
of longtime news analyst Juan Wil-
liams was a wake-up call for many
Americans to political correctness and
liberal bias at NPR. However, it’s not
the liberal bias that offends me so
much as that American citizens are
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forced to subsidize it with their hard-
earned tax dollars.

Long before the Juan Williams fi-
asco, I sponsored legislation to pull the
plug on taxpayer funding for NPR. I
enjoy some programs on NPR, but I
have long believed that it can stand on
its own.

The question is not the quality of
programming on NPR. The question
today is whether government programs
and services that can be funded pri-
vately should be subsidized by tax-
payers. As a country, we no longer
have this luxury, if we ever did. With
the national debt over $13 trillion, the
government simply can’t afford to con-
tinue funding nonessential services.

Americans voted through the popular
Web site YouCut to place this proposal
on the House floor for a vote today.
The selection of this measure shows
the American people desire to rein in
unnecessary spending. My proposal
would prohibit Federal dollars from
going to NPR through any of the var-
ious Federal grants they now access. I
myself enjoy NPR programming, but
why should Americans foot the bill for
this when we have to borrow about 40
cents on every Federal dollar?

NPR local radio stations directly re-
ceive congressionally appropriated
funds that reached over $65 million in
2010 alone. Plus, local stations directly
receive grants from other Federal
sources such as the National Endow-
ment for the Arts. NPR stations then
use these taxpayer dollars on licensing
fees for NPR programming, which are
then funneled back to NPR head-
quarters here in Washington, DC. Tak-
ing this indirect funding into account,
Federal funds now make up an esti-
mated 20 percent of NPR’s annual
budget.

Let me be clear, this measure will
not prohibit local stations from receiv-
ing any other funding. It will just pro-
hibit them from using taxpayer money
to acquire NPR programming.

Unsustainable Federal spending is a
serious threat to the United States
economy and to the future prosperity
of the American people. Americans
know this. We shouldn’t wait until the
112th Congress to start solving this
problem. Cutting spending begins now.
We must begin the hard work of elimi-
nating these deficits and creating jobs
by making tough choices on spending
today.

The American people have asked
Congress to put a stop to out-of-control
spending. Millions of them have voted
through YouCut that prohibiting Fed-
eral funding of NPR is a good place to
start. I urge my colleagues to heed the
will of the American people to get Fed-
eral spending under control and vote
for a sensible reduction of spending by
opposing the previous question.

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I yield
4 additional minutes to the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you.

I was on my way out of the Chamber
and I heard my friend from Colorado



